Under the heading Specific Recommended Safeguards the
Notice alleged that:

A clear travelway at least 24 inches
wide on each side of the main north belt-
conveyor was not provided at the following
locations.  Between crosscuts Nos. 21 and 23
(coal and rock) , between crosscuts Nos. 93 and
94 (Rib), and between crosscuts Nos. 108 and
109 (coal, Rock, and Rib).

A clear travelway at least 24 inches wide
shall be provided on both sides of all belt
conveyors installed after March 30, 1970.
Where roof supports are installed within
24 inches of a belt conveyor, a clear travel-
way at least 24 inches wide shall be provided
on the side of such support farthest from the
conveyor.

Although Inspector Wrachford did not testify in these
proceedings, petitioner's counsel was permitted to file his
affidavit posthearing as part of his proposed findings and
conclusions, and the affidavit is included as exhibit P-l
to counsel's brief.  In his affidavit, Inspector Wrachford
states that he issued the safeguard notice after observing
that a clear travelway at least twenty four inches wide was
not provided at several locations on the west side of the
main north belt conveyor at the No. 1 Mine.  He also states
as follows:

1.  I explained to the operator why MSHA
requires a clear travelway at least twenty
four inches wide on both sides of all belt
conveyors.

2.  The operator abated the condition described
in the above mentioned notice in compliance
with said notice.

3.  To consummate the abatement the operator
cleaned one side of the belt to provide a
clear twenty four inch travelway on that side.
The other side of the conveyor already had

a clear twenty four inch travelway at the time
the notice was issued.

4.  The operator was informed that it was in
compliance, but no termination form was issued
because no form existed for that purpose in
1975.

449September 4, 1975, directs you to pro-
